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Judges are held to the highest standard of professional or ethical conduct, and their official 
and personal behavior must be in accordance with the highest standard society can expect. 


Judges are held to the highest standard of professional or ethical conduct,! and their official and 


personal behavior must be in accordance with the highest standard society can expect.” The judicial 
canon requiring a judge to promote independent, integrity, and impartiality of the judiciary applies 


to a judge's conduct on and off the bench.” 


Judges should participate in establishing, maintaining, and enforcing high standards of conduct 


and personally observe those standards.“ They are called upon to exemplify the highest standards 
of conduct and have a duty to conduct themselves with respect for those they serve, including the 


court staff and the litigants that come before them.’ 
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The standard of conduct required of judges is higher than that expected of lay people,° attorneys,” 


and members of the executive and legislative branches.® 


The ultimate standard for judicial conduct must be more than an effortless obedience to the law” 
but, rather, must be conduct which constantly reaffirms fitness for the high responsibilities of 


judicial office! and which continuously maintains, if not furthers, belief that an independent 


judiciary exists to protect citizens from both government overreaching and individual self-help.|! 


A judge has a duty to avoid conduct which violates ethical canons and standards of judicial 


conduct. !? 


A judge has an ethical obligation to dispose of all judicial matters promptly, efficiently, and fairly"? 


and the failure to do so may constitute a violation of the rules of judicial conduct.“ 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


The ex parte nature of a proceeding does not imply that an act otherwise within a judge's lawful 
jurisdiction was deprived of its judicial character. Ayestas v. Davis, 138 S. Ct. 1080 (2018). 


District court judge's failure to decide three matters in a timely manner, and in signing inaccurate 
pay affidavits reflecting that no matters had been pending for more than six months when, in fact, 
matters had been pending for more than six months, violated statutes and canons of the Code 
of Judicial conduct governing promotion of public confidence in the integrity of the judiciary, 
maintenance of professional competence in judicial administration, and prompt and efficient 
disposition of matters. AS 22.15.220, 22.30.011(a)(3)(C—E); Code of Jud.Conduct, Canons 1, 2A, 
3B(8), 3C(1). In re Estelle, 336 P.3d 692 (Alaska 2014). 


Judge's consideration of defendant's tattoos and brands in determining defendant's credibility as 
to whether he told his attorney he wanted to appeal his life sentence, as would support his motion 
for out-of-time appeal, was inappropriate negative stereotyping, prohibited by canons of judicial 
conduct prohibiting judicial bias or prejudice. Sup.Ct.Rules, Rule 601B, Code of Jud.Conduct, 
Canon 2, Rule 2.3. State v. Smith, 423 P.3d 530 (Kan. 2018). 


District court judge did not interfere with civil litigant's attorney-client relationship with her 
attorney, so as to warrant judicial discipline, by questioning litigant outside the presence of her 
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attorney when attorney failed to appear in court after notice; litigant had an unusual history of 
continuing to act as her own lawyer, even after attorney enrolled as counsel of record, attorney 
himself testified that he was often not sure if litigant was acting as a client or a lawyer, and judge 
had already signed an order dismissing litigant's case without prejudice before the brief exchange 
in court, which judge testified was intended only to let her announce her ruling on the record. In 
re Clark, 145 So. 3d 261 (La. 2014). 


Circuit court judge violated judicial conduct rules governing conduct reflecting adversely on a 
judge's character to serve as judge and requiring high standard of conduct to preserve integrity of 
judiciary by affirmatively permitting a Veteran's Treatment Court (VTC) participant in his court to 
handle a gun on two occasions, notwithstanding an applicable firearms prohibition, and in offering 
assurance that he, as the judge, could adjust that probationary condition. Code of Jud. Conduct, 
JR 2.1(A), 2.1(C). Day, 362 Or. 547, 413 P.3d 907 (2018). 


Jurists should hold themselves to a standard higher than one of merely avoiding a felony 
conviction; conduct leading to a colorable felony charge is sufficient to implicate the supervisory 
authority of the Supreme Court. In re Bruno, 101 A.3d 635 (Pa. 2014). 


Under the Code of Judicial Conduct (CJC) rule, prohibiting judge from abusing prestige of judicial 
office to advance personal or economic interests of judge or others, or allowing others to do so, 
a judge should not solicit funds for charitable organizations or advertise for businesses. Code of 
Judicial Conduct, Rule 1.3. Matter of Keenan, 502 P.3d 1271 (Wash. 2022), as amended, (Feb. 
11, 2022). 


Allegations in Articles of Impeachment against Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Appeals, 
that Chief Justice's alleged overpayment of senior-status judges "potentially" violated statutes 
criminalizing falsification of accounts and obtaining money by false pretenses, were meaningless 
and did not allege wrongful impeachable conduct. W. Va. Const. art. 4, § 9; W. Va. Code Ann. §§ 
61-3-22, 61-3-24. State ex rel. Workman v. Carmichael, 819 S.E.2d 251 (W. Va. 2018). 


In judicial discipline proceedings, the Supreme Court of Appeals must take care to respect and 
observe the people's categorical right to choose their own judges, and to avoid interfering with that 
right except for manifest violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct. In re Wilfong, 765 S.E.2d 
283 (W. Va. 2014). 


[END OF SUPPLEMENT] 


Westlaw. © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works. 


WESTLAW 


§ 90. Generally, 48A C.J.S. Judges § 90 


Footnotes 

1 Fla.—In re Turner, 76 So. 3d 898 (Fla. 2011). 
Ohio—Disciplinary Counsel v. Elum, 133 Ohio St. 3d 500, 2012-Ohio-4700, 979 N.E.2d 289 (2012). 
Tenn.—In re Bell, 344 S.W.3d 304 (Tenn. 2011). 
Tex.—In re Barr, 13 S.W.3d 525 (Tex. Review Trib. 1998). 

2 Conn.—In re Dean, 246 Conn. 183, 717 A.2d 176 (1998). 
Fla.—In re Shea, 110 So. 3d 414 (Fla. 2013). 

3 Iowa—In re Meldrum, 834 N.W.2d 650 (Iowa 2013). 

4 Mich.—In re Adams, 494 Mich. 162, 833 N.W.2d 897 (2013), cert. denied, 2013 WL 5775151 (U.S. 2013). 
Tenn.—In re Williams, 987 S.W.2d 837 (Tenn. 1998). 

5 Miss.—Mississippi Com'n on Judicial Performance v. Willard, 788 So. 2d 736 (Miss. 2001). 

6 Ariz.—In re Abrams, 227 Ariz. 248, 257 P.3d 167 (2011). 
N.M.—In re Naranjo, 2013-NMSC-026, 303 P.3d 849 (N.M. 2013). 
N.Y.—In re Alessandro, 13 N.Y.3d 238, 889 N.Y.S.2d 526, 918 N.E.2d 116 (2009). 
Utah—In re Christensen, 2013 UT 30, 304 P.3d 835 (Utah 2013). 

a Fla.—In re Dempsey, 29 So. 3d 1030 (Fla. 2010). 
Neb.—In re Jones, 255 Neb. 1, 581 N.W.2d 876 (1998). 

8 Tex.—In re Barr, 13 S.W.3d 525 (Tex. Review Trib. 1998). 

9 Tex.—In re Barr, 13 S.W.3d 525 (Tex. Review Trib. 1998). 

10 Cal.—Geiler v. Commission On Judicial Qualifications, 10 Cal. 3d 270, 110 Cal. Rptr. 201, 515 P.2d 1 
(1973). 
Ky.— Alred v. Com., Judicial Conduct Com'n, 395 S.W.3d 417 (Ky. 2012), reh'g denied and opinion 
modified, (Oct. 25, 2012). 
Tex.—In re Barr, 13 S.W.3d 525 (Tex. Review Trib. 1998). 

11 Tex.—In re Barr, 13 S.W.3d 525 (Tex. Review Trib. 1998). 

12 Fla.—In re Barnes, 2 So. 3d 166 (Fla. 2009). 
Mich.—In re Justin, 490 Mich. 394, 809 N.W.2d 126 (2012). 
Miss.—Mississippi Com'n on Judicial Performance v. Thompson, 80 So. 3d 86 (Miss. 2012). 
N.J——DeNike v. Cupo, 196 N.J. 502, 958 A.2d 446 (2008). 

13 Me.—In re Holmes, 2011 ME 119, 32 A.3d 1011 (Me. 2011). 


WESTLAW © 2023 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works. 4 


§ 90. Generally, 48A C.J.S. Judges § 90 


14 
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Decisions on meritsJudges are expected to make decisions based solely on the merits of cases before 
them. 


Minn.—In re Jacobs, 802 N.W.2d 748 (Minn. 2011). 
Del.—In re Coppadge, 74 A.3d 593 (Del. 2013). 


Wis.—In re Judicial Disciplinary Proceedings Against Zodrow, 2010 WI 107, 329 Wis. 2d 53, 787 N.W.2d 
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Failure to maintain or provide records 
Ohio—Disciplinary Counsel v. Plough, 126 Ohio St. 3d 167, 2010-Ohio-3298, 931 N.E.2d 575 (2010), 
reinstatement granted, 128 Ohio St. 3d 1203, 2011-Ohio-1082, 943 N.E.2d 568 (2011). 


Habitual tardiness 

Judge who was habitually tardy without good cause, inconveniencing and economically burdening lawyers 
and litigants alike, violated canon requiring a judge to dispose of all judicial matters promptly, efficiently, 
and fairly. 


Fla.—In re Singbush, 93 So. 3d 188 (Fla. 2012). 
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